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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1, 4-11, and 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over obviousness by Morag (U.S. Patent Number 6,324,545 B1) and 
further in view of Shaffer et al. (U.S. Patent 6,396,963). 

3. Regarding Claim 1, Morag teaches a print job creation apparatus that creates a 
print job (Column 1, lines 41-43), which includes layout of at least one image in a 
template having at least one image integration area to integrate an image therein 
(Column 7, lines 17-23; Column 8, lines 7-17), said print job creation apparatus 
comprising: 

a template selection module that selects a template in response to a user's 
template selection instruction (Column 8, lines 7-17 and 22-25); 

a priority order setting module that sets a priority order of at least one image 
integration area included in the selected template, (Column 7, lines 30-35; Column 9, 
lines 13-22, Column 10, lines 49-59); 

an area displaying module that displays the priority order set by said priority 
order setting module in at least one image integration area (Column 2, lines 21-27; 
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and Column 3, line 2-3; Noted: A user using a computer to perform arrangement 
and processing would done by using a display of a computer); 

a built-in image selection module that selects at least one image as a built-in 
image to be integrated into the selected template, in response to the user's image 
selection instruction (Column 7, lines 41-42); 

and an image integration module that integrates the at least one selected built-in 
image into the at least one image integration area of the selected template in the priority 
order set by said priority order setting module, in response to the user's image 
integration instruction (Column 7, lines 39-40). 

Morag does not clearly teach or directly disclose a priority set according to a 
positional sequence of an upper end and a positional sequence of a left end of each 
image integration area in the selected template; 

and an area displaying module that displays the priority order set by said priority 
setting module in at least one image integration area. 

Morag combined with Shaffer does teach a priority set according to a positional 
sequence of an upper end and a positional sequence of a left end of each image 
integration area in the selected template (Shaffer: Column 12, lines 10-13; See Figure 
8 example); 

and an area displaying module (Shaffer: computer terminal or kiosk, 28) that 
displays the priority order set by said priority setting module in at least one image 
integration area (Shaffer: Column 4, lines 47-48). 
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Morag and Shaffer are combinable due to the fact both disclosures are based 
upon image input and output systems, methods and apparatuses with image 
processing. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art to modify Morag 
with the teachings of Shaffer, so to explain how a user is allowed to have an easy 
method for creating image files according to the user's preference using the methods. 

Regarding Claim 4, Morag further discloses the template is prepared by setting 
at least one transparent area as the image integration area in an original template 
image, which has no image integration area (Morag: Column 9, lines 49-53), and 

said priority order setting module sets the priority order of the at least one image 
integration area, based on an arrangement of the at least one transparent area in the 
original template image (Morag: Column 9, lines 45-48). 

Regarding Claim 5, Morag further discloses the template is prepared by 
combining an original template image, which has no image integration area, with at 
least one area display image, which defines the at least one image integration area, and 

said priority order setting module sets the priority order of the at least one image 
integration area, based on the at least one area display image (Morag: Column 10, 
lines 49-59). 
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Regarding Claim 6, Morag further discloses the area display image is used to 
set a transparent area corresponding to the image integration area in the original 
template image (Morag: Column 9, lines 45-53). 

Regarding Claim 8, Morag further discloses an image replacement module that, 
in response to the user's selection of one image integration area in the template with a 
built-in image currently placed therein by said image integration module and an image 
to be newly integrated into the selected image integration area, replaces the built-in 
image currently placed in the selected image integration area with the selected image 
(Morag: Column 8, line 52 - Column 9, line 2). 

Regarding Claim 9, Morag further discloses a print service selection module that 
selects one print service among multiple print service options, in response to the user's 
operation (Morag: Column 9, lines 54-67); and 

a template storage module that stores available templates corresponding to each 
of the multiple print service options (Morag: Column 12, lines 37-34), 

wherein said template selection module displays a list of available templates 
corresponding to a print service selected by said print service selection module, among 
all the templates stored in said template storage module, to allow selection of a desired 
template (Morag: Column 12, lines 27-47). 
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Regarding Claim 10, Morag further discloses the multiple print services include 
at least one of an enlargement printing service, a digest printing service, a calendar 
printing service, a postcard printing service, a photo name card printing service, an ID 
photograph printing service, a seal printing service, a label printing service, and an 
album printing service (Morag: Column 1, lines 41-51). 

Regarding Claim 11, Morag teaches A print job creation method that creates a 
print job (Column 1, lines 41-43), which includes layout of at least one image in a 
template having at least one image integration area to integrate an image therein 
(Column 7, lines 17-23; Column 8, lines 7-17), said print job creation method 
comprising the steps of: 

(a) selecting a template in response to a user's template selection instruction 
(Column 8, lines 7-17 and 22-25); 

(b) setting a priority order of at least one image integration area included in the 
selected template according to a positional sequence of an upper end and a positional 
sequence of a left end of each image integration area in the selected template (Column 
7, lines 30-35; Column 9, lines 13-22, Column 10, lines 49-59); 

(b1) displaying the priority order set by said priority order setting module in the at 
least one image integration area (Column 2, lines 21-27; and Column 3, line 2-3; 
Noted: A user using a computer to perform arrangement and processing would 
done by using a display of a computer); 
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(c) selecting at least one image as a built-in image to be integrated into the 
selected template, in response to the user's image selection instruction (Column 7, 
lines 41-42); and 

(d) integrating the at least one selected built-in image into the at least one image 
integration area of the selected template in the priority order set in said step (b), in 
response to the user's image integration instruction(Column 7, lines 39-40). 

Morag does not clearly teach or directly disclose a method of (b) setting a priority 
order of at least one image integration area included in the selected template according 
to a positional sequence of an upper end and a positional sequence of a left end of 
each image integration area in the selected template; 

(b1 ) displaying the priority order set by said priority order setting module in the at 
least one image integration area. 

Morag combined with Shaffer does teach a method of (b) setting a priority 
order of at least one image integration area included in the selected template according 
to a positional sequence of an upper end and a positional sequence of a left end of 
each image integration area in the selected template; (Shaffer: Column 12, lines 10- 
13; See Figure 8 example); 

(b1 ) displaying the priority order set by said priority order setting module in the at 
least one image integration area. (Shaffer: Column 4, lines 47-48). 

Morag and Shaffer are combinable due to the fact both disclosures are based 
upon image input and output systems, methods and apparatuses with image 
processing. 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art to modify Morag 
with the teachings of Shaffer, so to explain how a user is allowed to have an easy 
method for creating image files according to the user's preference using the methods. 

Regarding Claim 13, Morag further discloses the step of: in response to the 
user's selection of one image integration area in the template with a built-in image 
currently placed therein in said step (d) and an image to be newly integrated into the 
selected image integration area, replacing the built-in image currently placed in the 
selected image integration area with the selected image (Morag: Column 8, line 52 - 
Column 9, line 2). 

4. Claim 7 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
obviousness by Morag (U.S. Patent Number 6,324,545 B1). 

5. Regarding Claim 7, Morag does disclose the generation of images by computer 
(Column 1, lines 15-16). These images would be known to one of ordinary skilled in 
the art as binary images. 

However, Morag does not directly disclose the area display image is a one-pixel- 
one-bit image having one-bit information for each one pixel, which represents either a 
bit-on or a bit-off to show inclusion into or exclusion from an image integration area. 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skilled in the art at the 
time the invention was made to understand that when images to be displayed are 
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generated by a computer or processor, that in order to do so, one would be using the 
teachings and knowledge of binary images on a computer. 



Response to Arguments 

6. Applicant's arguments filed 02/27/2008 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

With respect to the applicant's arguments and remarks regarding Claims 1 and 
1 1 that Morag does not disclose (or suggest) setting a priority order of at least one 
image integration area according to a positional sequence of an upper end and a 
positional sequence of a left end of each image integration area in a selected template. 

In reply: Morag does teach and disclose setting a priority order of at least one 
image integration area. Morag discloses" images are assigned a grade which indicate 
the importance of them staying in order...." Morag explains a user selects the 
determination of the grade, and also an automatic method of choosing the grade. From 
the user automated and automatic automated methods it would be understood that the 
positional sequence of upper and left could be used accordingly to preference. Further 
example is proven by the example of the display screen shown by the disclosure of 
Shaffer. Also, in reply to the amendments added to the applicant's claim 1 , Morag 
discloses a user uses a computer to make changes throughout the process and that the 
automated method is performed on the computer which would clearly explain a display 
device. Further to explain a computer having a display device it is shown by the 
teachings of Shaffer that the terminal or kiosk has a display as shown in the figures. 
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Morag clearly teaches and discloses setting a priority order of at least one image 
integration area according to a positional sequence of an upper end and a positional 
sequence of a left end of each image integration area in a selected template. 

Noted: The applicant may not have understood or appreciated the invention of Ito 
from the previous citations. The examiner has provided further explanations and 
citations to where Morag, and Morag combined with Shaffer teaches and discloses the 
applicant and gives examples of how the invention of Ito can be used to anticipate the 
applicant. Therefore, Claims 1,4-11, and 13 respectfully stand rejected. 

Conclusion 

7. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to JONATHAN R. BECKLEY whose telephone number is 
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(571)270-3432. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri: 7:30-5:00 EST 
(Alternate Friday). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, TWYLER L. HASKINS can be reached on (571)272-7406. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Jonathan R Beckley/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 2625 
/J. R. B. / 

Examiner, Art Unit 2625 
6/4/08 

/Twyler L. Haskins/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2625 



